- office, a.

‘cannot point the guns and
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council is apparently Tulle
ment by the-recent Iowerjfig of steel prices.
The proposed Governig#ht spending, how-
ever, will stimulate ¢ Iready dynamic force
r, not lower, prices are
is may lead to talk of

reimphsed and that prices will be allowed to
se¢)’ their more normal levels, 1t is then rea-
able to expect a higher dollar value of
oss national product and higher personal
incomes. If this is s0, then the next rea-
sonable assumption is that dollar revenue
to the Treasury may increase in gpite of the
recent lowering of tax rates, 1f prices are
correct level
and demand, it
to raise taxes next
budget figures. And,
pruning of dead timber
t expenditures by a new
next year, it may even pre-

President Truman

- EXTENSION OF REMARKS
or

HON. JOHN W. McCORMACK

OF MASSACHUSETTS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVE,S
Friday, May 14, 1948

Mr. MCCORMACK. Mr. Spéaker, un-
der permission to extend ffp:emarks, I

include an editorial on President Tru-
man appearing in theBoston Post, Bos-
ton, Mass., of May #2, 1948,

The American geople admire and re-
spect persons courage in all walks of
life. This fgéling has special applica-
tion to pepfons holding public elective
particularly the President of
the United States.

The" editorial is a deserved tribute to
President Truman. He is a leader dnd
& man of courage, ’

The editorial follows:
CALL IT comm:};'

“Courage,” he sald, ang-"pointed toward
the land. “This mounifig wave will roll us
shoreward soon * »

Thus spake Ulyssej’ with the valor of a
gallant man and Jﬂle tall optimism of &
righteous one.

Come a day i the centuries keyond us, no
latter-day Lopfi Tennyson may ever write
such llting® lofty words about Harry 8.

e

About him
o clang of swords on shields, nor
dashing to the siege of Troy.
Hl is the mundane lot of belng captain”™
hip of state, faced not by broadsidgs of
allenging, wartime foeman, but b%l tute
ec

: nuld-be successors in a peacetim’e, tion
;fear

In h positidn he
Dignity de-
his Job—and be

It’s not an easy lot.

mands that he stand and
the target.

Perhaps he hasn’t }aﬂ it well, Any num-

- ber of candidates to, ucceed him will tell you
- that.

Certain things are unfortunate. He hasn't
the Presidential figure of a Harding. He
hasn't the political skill of riding seven
horses that Franklin Roosevelt had.

- . »

into content-
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He is somewhat the average.-
us—suddenly catapulted i
White House. That may,
man ‘in the street likes him—even
though the kipg-mplers have written him
off.

What would
We have a f
lights, we W

an—any of

do if we were in his place?
ng that, to the best of our
1d do the honest, sincere, fair,

canism ahd letting the political chips drop
where they had a mind to.

And ,one thing more, in his place—we
would like to have what Ulysses afid what
Harry 8. Truman have in commy

No one can ever take that gWay from him.
In an election year, run
term, Mr. Truman has d!
age in domestic and i

He challenged Ru
Russia in Europ
rights, knowln,
He went thy
when the

in Greece. He defled
He plumped for equal
would cost him the South.
gh on John L. Lewis, even
pulled the props from under

ermopylae which certain railroad
eaders created, unmindful of possible
ment of labor in the fall balloting, he
d his ground and forced those forcing
e Government to retreat.

Any corner politician, t{iting back his derby
and whispering out of the side of his mouth,
will tell you that it was not smart. -

No, Mr. Truman has not been smagt. Un-
like the rest of us, he has madg mistakes.
Unlike a lot of us, he has not n afrald to
admit his blunders.

It does not matter th he has horne
greater burdens and faceg¢greater crises than
any President in the gfacetime history of
America, .

He has not bee
dodge, weasel,
ally meets the
dent shoul
courage.

ever. He does not duck,
eg questions. He gener-
oblems head-on—as & Presi~
as an American should—with

e November, that rare and needed
in public life which he has shown—
ndful of his own personal fortunes—
may garner him a lot of votes.

Foreign Policy—An Inconsistent Crazy
Quilt, ~

—1—
EXTENSIOI;ﬁF REMARKS

'HON. LMENCEH SMITH

al OF WISCONSIN
IN THE ﬁUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
# Friday, May 14, 1948

Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin. Mr. Speak-
er, Mr, Leigh White writes from Tripoli,
Lebanon, under date of May 10, that our
foreign policy in Palestine is actually
utidermining the Marshall plan program
‘for western Europe. He points out that
the Iraqg Petroleum Co. pipe lines to the
eastern Mediterranean have been shut
down for the first time in its history,
Further, that Greece, Turkey, Syria,
Lebanon, Palestine, and the Frerich colo-
nies in porth Africa are fagfng a des-
perate shortage of petroledm products.
It is_& fair question, I /beheve, to ask
President Truman ang Secretary Mar-
shall just when this €razy-quilt pattern
of foreign policy will come to an end so
that the people of this country might
know what to expect on the international
front.

I am including Mr, White’s ar-

May 14

ticle, under leave to extend my remarks,
taken from the Washington Star of May
10, 1948:

UNITED STATES PALESTINE Pomcy SEEN As
SABOTAGING MARSHALL PLAN AIMS
(By Leigh White) ’

TRIPOLI, LEBANON, May 104-The Marshall
plan 1s belng sabotaged -gs effectively by
American policy in Palegtine as by Soviet
policy anywhere in Eur .

For the first time its history, both of
the Iraq Petroleum £o.’s pipe lines to the
eastern Mediterrang®n have been shut down.

Greece, Turkey, Syria, Lebanon, Palestine,
and the French gélonies of north Africa, con-
sequently, are faced with a desperate short-
age of gasolin#, kerosene, Diesel oil, and oth-
er Indispensdble petroleum products.

SUPPLIES CUT OFF

All but a small fraction of Iraqg Petroleum’s
dally production of 90,000 barrels is normally
distributed to these countries, They now
will be dependent on extra shipments of pe-
troleum from the United States and the Per-
slan Gulf.

Every tanker thus diverted—afid larger pe-
troleum export production Iias filled five
tankers a week—will mean /one less tanker-
load of oll for countries éneﬁting from the
Marshall plan,

the consolidated refln-
b workers had gone on
effort to deter Jews from

lowing the closing
ery there after

The pipe ¥he to control Tripoli was closed
down ‘last’ #yreek by a strike of Arab workers
at K-3 afid other pump stations between here
and the company’s production center at
Kirktk.

BRITISH MAY BE MOVED

Because of the increased violence of rioting
in Iraq, the company is considering the ad-
visability of evacuating its British person-
nel from Kirkuk for the dufation of the war
in Palestine. Companyi‘ ‘airplanes already
have begun to evacugfe British personnel
from pump stations ¥ Iraq and Syria,

Plans for doubliig the Tripoll refinery’s
barrels have been aban-

doned.

All work raq Petroleum'’s new pipe line
from Kir to Haifa has been indefinitely
suspendgll, and the company’s Haifa office

permanently transferred to Tripoll.
new pipe line to Haifa, which has been
dleted as far as the Palestinian border,
1d have enabled the company to increase
production by next SepteMber tg 150,000
barrels.

Another battle in the cold w agalnst the
United States has thus b;;;l;von by the
Soviet Union.

Closing down of Iraq
fled the Arabian Amepttan Oil Co.’s success-
ful effort to increagg‘its production in Saudi
Arabia this yea, from 300,000 to 400,000

barrels.
National Security Cou:n;i‘l/f -

_EXTENSION QF REMARKS

roleum has nulli-

HON. JOHN W. BYRNES
&“'”""“ T £ e I

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Friday, May 14, 1948

Mr. BYRNES of Wisconsin., Mr.
Speaker, I was deeply interested in the
remarks made at another place concern-
ing the Air Force supplemental appro-
priation bill. Discussing the confusion
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existing within our Military Establish-
ment, it was said: .-

We must * * * develop a better system
“for making our large-scale military prepara~
tions, Obviously, the Secretary of Defense
needs more help. Obviously, the Congress
-must approach the task with more balance
and more understanding.

In fact, it has become painfully clear that
no satisfactory method at present exists to
resolve the differences hetween the armed
services and to produce an intelligent and
integrated plan. * * * The controversy
is passed on to Congress and we here are
thus fequired to resolve a technical dispute
between professionals. It is utterly pre-
posterous and would be comical if the conse-
‘quences were not so dangerous.

These few words outline the incongru-
ous position in which Congress has been
placed by the controversy raging in the
Pentagon. Indicative of the confusion
“~at exists is the fact that the dispute

;being settled in our Appropriations

mmittees and during our consideration
of money bills. It is a dangerous method

of determining our national securm@;

policy. .
Yet, I believe that there presently
exists a satisfactory method of resolviag
the present dilemma, I called attention
to that method during a speech on the
floor on May 3, which may be found on
page 5339 of the RECORD. In that speech,
I called atiention to the provisions of
the National Security Act of 1947, and
to a method for resolving the military
controversy—the intelligent use of the
~National Security Council.

. What 1s the National
Council? . _
. It is an advisory bddy to the President
and is composed of the Secretary of De-
" fense, the Secretaries of the Military De-
partments, the Secretary of State, and
the Chairman of the National Security
© sources Board.

Security

-awer®hat is its function?

It is specifically charged with the duty
of assessing and appraising the objec-
tives, commitments and risks of the
United States in- relation to our actual
and potential military power and of con-
sidering policies on matters of common
interest to the departments and agencies
concerned with national security.

Is it equipped to function? Its 1949
budget calls for 1 executive secretary at
$10,000 per annum, 1 assistant secretary
at $9,975, 1 coordinator at $9,975, 4 staff
members at $39,900, 1 assistant secretary
at $8,180, 1 assistant to the coordinator
at $8,180, 4 assistant staff members, 3 re-
search analysts and 14 clerical as-
sistants. .

Is it in operation?. It has met 10
times since September, I am told, and if
has made recommendations to the Presi-
dent, all of which have been unanimous.

If we were to sit down and attempt to
formulate specific legislation creating an
executive agency for the purpose of
bringing some sense out of our military
muddle, we could not do much better
than to accept as it is the National Se-
curity Council, as provided for in the
Unification Act. :

Unfortunately, we are, unable to make
use of the recommendations of the body
which, in a trice, could resolve all of the

.

.

N
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differences which have arisen in our con-
sideration of. defense mesasures.

Under the act we created this agency
as an advisory body to the President
and left him with full discretion as to
the publicity to be given to its recom-
mendations. This may prove to be a
fatal defect insofar as the usefulness of
this agency is concerned. Congress,. in
passing the National Security Act, prob-
ably intended that the President, as
Commander in Chief, should be provided
with the best possible advice concerning
the over-all aspects of national security.
But I cannot believe it was intended that
Congress, which has the responsibility of
providing for the common defense,
shkould not have the benefit of the recom-
mendations of this important coordi-
nating agency. For if the precedent of
keeping the recommendations of the
Council secret is firmly established, then

‘we shall always be faced with the pros-

pect, as is happening today, of attempt-
ing to choose hetween the conflicting re-
quests of the heads of competing mili-
tary departments, If the recommenda-
tions, on the other hand, are made
known,™*then we in Congress will have
the advantage of the considered opinion
of the highest representatives of all ele-
ments in our national security picture,
acting as a group in the best interests of
all concerned.

The President, of course,
power to make known the recommenda-
tions of this group. I called upon him
to do this on May 3. It is the simplest
way to bring order out of the mass of
confused recommendsations with which
the services have bombarded us. It
would establish a precedent that would
go far toward giving more complete
meaning to the Unification Act. I am
still of the opinion that the President
should at once request the Council for a
complete report on our national security
objectives and requirements in a form
suitable for transmission to Congress.

However, I do not think it wise that we
wait upon the President for action so
vitally necesssary. I believe we should
open for serious debate the whole ques-
tion of the future usage of this poten-
tially valuable agency. Accordingly, I
am today introducing a bill to accom-
plish that purpose.

The purpose of the bill, which takes
the form of an amendment to the Na-
tional Security Act, is simply this: To
make available to the Congress, if the
Congress so desires, the recommenda-
tions of the National Security Council,
and at the .same time to safeguard
against the release of any information
which must, by its nature, be kept secret.
It may be that the measure I am intro-
ducing will require perfecting, but I sub-
mit it in haste because of the over-
whelming necessity of preventing fur-
ther disintegration within our National
Military Establishment.

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that there may be printed, immediately
following my remarks, the text of the
bill to which I have referred and an
article entitled “Behind Armed Service
Disunification,” by Roscoe Drummond,
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which appeared in the May 11 issue of

the Christian Science Monitor:

A bill to amend section 101 of the National
Security Act of 1947

Be 1t enacted, etc., That subsection (d)
of section 101 of the National Security Act
of 1947 is hereby amended to read as follows:

‘“(d) The Council shall, from time to time,
make such recommendations, and such
other reports to the President, as it deems
appropriate or as the President may require,
and the President shall, as he deems appro-
priate or as the Congress may reguest by
concurrent resolution, make the substance
of such reports and recommendations known
to the Congress, but, in reporting to Con-
gress, the President shall not be required to
include any information which the Couneil
decides should be withheld for security
reasons.’”

[From the Christian Science Monitor of May
11, 1948)
BEHMIND ARMED BERVICE DISQUALIFICATION
(By Roscoe Drummond)

WasHINGTON.—The public is not yet being
allowed to know the full failure of the at-
tempted unification of the armed services.

The public is not yet being allowed to know
how disunited the Army, Navy, and Air Force
have become aft a time when the need for
unity was never greater.

The public is not yet being allowed to
know that beneath the facade of unification
there 1s greater disunity among the armed
services today than before the Unification
‘Act was passed.

Obviously, this condition is not going to
get corrected until the facts are faced
frankly, Since they are not being faced
frankly by the mllitary leaders, since they
are being concealed as rauch as possible from
public view, it is evident that the facts must
be brought out into the open by those who
have access to them. Congress and the
country will have to resolve the most griev-
ous service disunities as long as the service
leaders themselves are proving either un-
willing or unable to do so.

Here are the bald facts which for the most
part are being covered up by a screen of
military double talk and by fancy words from
the clivilian heads of the Defense Depart-
ment:

1. Despite words, the armed services have
achieved nothing, in fact, remotely approach-
ing a unified concept for an over-all strate-
gic defense plan by which the United States
would be able elther ‘to defend itself at home
or carry an offense to a potential enemy.

2. There is yet no agreement whatsoever
on the respective tactical roles which the
Air Force, Navy, and Army shall play in the
common defense. There is not only no joint
operation in sight, no single command in
sight, but no agreement on the assighed
role which each should play separately.

3. Furthermore, there is no mechanism
within the armed services which assuredly
can produce a unified strategic plan of de-
fense and assign the respective roles of each
service because the unification bill did not
provide & unified command to run the “uni-
fled"” Army, Navy, and Air Force. The pres-
ent Joint Chiefs of Staff cannot assuredly
produce such e unified plan of defense be-
cause, just like the Security Council of the
United Nations, 1t can act only when it is
unanimous. Thus, the Navy, Army, and Air
Force each has a veto over any plan the
others might wish to adopt, and stalemate is
the result. Stalemate has been the result
for more than a year.

4. Today, instead of the Department of De-
fense presenting a unified military program
and a cogrdinated military budget to Con-
gress, each of the armed services 1s compet-

e
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ing for money from Congress by p!%senting to
Congress competitive militarybrograms load-
ed in its favor. In cop#fquence, congres-
glonal laymen are beipg”called upon to judge
between the compeffng services and to at-
tempt to devis mething of a coordinated
military pro ;Kx because the military lead-
ers of the arate-armed services are unable
ate it themselves. Thus far, there
no coordination elther in the armed
es or in Congress. .

/5. Finally, in face of such disunification at
: e top, the armed services today are riddled

/ with internecine jealousy, knifing, mutual
belittlement, and grand-scale  floncooper-
ation. "

This is not a pleasant _gfght. But it 1s
worse than that. It is gadangerous state of
affairs. d

It deserves to be erstood that the pres-
ent disunification &t the armed services daes
not spring fromfhe so-called unification bill,
It s simply tHat the unification bill has not
brought upffication because the legislation
permitted but did not compel unification.

Thgfﬁs a reason for the prevailing jealousy
~ an sunity between the armed services, pri-

;3;}113' between the Air Force and the Navy.
#The reason is that one of the most delicate,
difficult, and far-reaching -decisions has to
be made right at this time. That deciston
is which of the armed services—in jiis in-
stance, whether the Air Force or t e Navy—
shall be the real, agreed, all-pg®erful strik-

ing force in the plan of Ame
The nature of this
though it certainly doe:
. ent state of almosg#otal disunity in- the
deciston 1s being made
pt to do so, when Secre-
Forrestal took the generals
and ‘figuratively locked them
at Key West a few weeks ago,

up togeth
‘was & figico. :

The, ‘development of a unified American
deferse plan, the necessary integration of
the’armed services to carry out a unified de-
“fense plan, and an Intelligent allocation of
funds based upon a unified defense plan
are today all going by default.

e ————

Confused Foreign Policy

EXTENSION OF REWKS'

HON. wiLLiAM T MILLER

OF C ECTICUT
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Friday, May 14, 1948

Mr. MILER of Connecticut. Mr.

Speaker, the following atticle written by
Mr. Pavid Lawrence appeared in the
Wgshmgton Evening Star of May 13.
"I agree wholeheartedly with™ the
fhoughts expressed by Mr. Lawfence:
" TRUMAN AND MARSHALL BUSY AFBLOGIZING FOR
DECLARATION TO Russiaz#Worps Abp TO
CONFUSION OF AMERICAN PEOPLE ON UNITED
StaTES FOREIGN POL

(By ?ﬁ Lawrence)
Having made# declaration that thrilled

the wotld, tje”White House and the State
Departme‘x;gfr ave since spent most of the
time apoldgizing for it and even minimizing
its impdftance. o
Oﬁnally designed as a statemient to clear
1p, dontusion that might exlst in the minds

Russians concerning American foreign

caft policy. '
“'In the note, Which was carefully prepared
ingide the State Departmefit a week ago and

#
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then read orally by Ambassaﬁ%ﬂ; Smith at
Moscow to Mr, Molotov, theré appeared the
following sentence: ¥

“Ag far as the Unit
the door 1s always wi
sion and the coO

Less than
gave the wo;

gtates is concerned,

sing of our differences.”
hours after that sentence
M the first glimmer of hope that
the cold “might be settled, President ,';‘ru—
man issifed a statement reviewing what was
in the hote and summarizing it as beving
two salient points, but carefully omisfing all

reference to the discussion of erences.
The omission was a major blux It could
make millions of votes for ry Wallace.

MARSHALL'S & MENT

pear:
ith did not ask for any general
or negotiation, We have had a
bitter experience with such efforts.
vernment has no intention of enter-
ing Mito bilateral negotiations with the Soviet
Qp‘(;ernment on matters relating to the intef®
edts of other governments.”

When Secretary Marshall speaks of Gen-
eral Smith he refers to Ambag$ador Smith,

who is on leave from the Army and serving °

as the head of the Amerfcan Embassy in
Moscow.

Just what does Segretary Marshall mean?
The words of the American note certainly
indicate a desirg.for discussion of some kind.
Why did Mr, Marshall feel it necessary to
apologize oF to construe the words_of the
American-note as meaning somefffing en-
tirely different from that whick the plain
words say? L

Maybe Mr. Marshall felt $fiat Britain and
France wouldn’t like bjiéteral negbtiations
on matters affecting #iem. But the Rus-
sian note didn’t ask iﬂ? bilateral negotiations,
or anything so forfhal. It merely welcomed
the American pote with these words, now
given out ag the officlal translation by the
State Depa#tment: a

wThe #oviet Government shares the de-
sire, expressed in this statement By the Gov-
erngtént of the United Stat #¢ America, to
better. these relations andg™is in agreement
with the proposal to pr¥ceed with this aim
toward a discussion #hd settlement of the

differences betweews.”
Here is a Dz}ﬁx:ant pronouncement and
the State artment quibbles about the
difference B&tween a proposal and a declara-
tion, or tHe difference between a negatiation
and a discussion. Foreign Secretary Bevin,
of Gfeat Britain was far more realistic in his
speech to the House of Commgors when he
said that he didn’t understapd’ that a con-
ference was being called. K€ urged a prepar-
atory exchange of views, to get at a precise
understanding or else-4ny subseguent con-
ference would be futfle.

Rmrytﬁ OLD CUSTOM

All that the ®ussians really have done is to
revive the olf custom of direct talks through
diploma.tlp"representatives, rather than con-
ference by klieg light, They, to6, see no use
in a muiltipower conference g% this time. But
if Secretary Marshall doesir't want Ambassa-
dor Smith even to ta¥k about the world
situation because it ht affect the interests
of other governmerfls, then the chances of
making peace apé hopeless.

The Americafl people will rapidly loge con-
fidence in Géneral Marshall as the t man
to head t¥e State Department he adopts
too rigid a position on what g ht to be the
most flexible process in theg-Whole machinery
of modern government onversations be-
tween ambassadors foreign secretaries.
In the old days it awhs considered tactful for
two governments to talk first and lay the
foundation for conferences with other gov-
ernments. Resourceful diplomacy is ready
always to discuss and talk about anything
and everything, but this does not necessarily

May 14

mean commitment or agreement, in the early
stages. =

The peoples of the worlf are way ahead
of their technical-mipded and capflous
spokesmen who use ases that mean some-
+hing one day ang“then are disparaged the
next day. The Mg news of the year is con-
tained in the™dispatches from Moscow tell-
smiles of satisfaction and sense
of the Russian people as they
watglfed the news bulletin boards telling
abfut the latest exchange of ngtés. This
reveals that the Russlan pegple, like the
American people, have begst” worrled lest
inept governmental leader#should lead them
into a needless war. ,m;?t)‘lks behind the iron
curtain apparently g#8 human, too, and have
bad enough of wét.

.,

Tariff Termites and the Meat Famine

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. HELEN GAHAGAN DOUGE¥S

. OF C,
IN THE HOUSROF REPI_RESENTATIVES

Fyiflay, May 14, 1948

v Mrs. DOUGLAS. Mr. Speaker, under
‘leave 0 extend my remarks in the
REeco#d, I include the following article
and editorial from the Washington Post,
Wednesday, April 28, 1948:
“ME AND MINE” TARIFF THREAT
(By Malvina Lindsay)
FOOTING THE BILL

Another drop in the American standard
of living, already falling through Inflated
prices, is threatened by effortg fn Congress of
high tariff exponents to weaken if not end
the reciprocal-trade _#greements program, .
suthority for whicl€xpires in June.

Opponents of .#fe program are said now to
tavor a slog-feath, or a delayed execution
for 1t rath€r than an outright killing. Thus
openly, &t least, this country would not 7
the €conomic cornerstone out from und.
whole foreign program, including ERP. 10
would let the termites of restriction do the
job.

Aside from the effect of this on future
American trade, employment, prosperity, even
on war and peace, is the way it would hit the
family dinner table, clothes closet, budget.
Economic isolationists when they paid thelr
bills might find thelr tough policy toward
“foreigners’’’ products had backfired. They
probably would find themselves paying a
little 'more for ‘more and more kinds of
goods—all because duties were being raised
or placed on the innumerable foreign pro-
ducts that enter into daily living. -~

One of the first results of a wéakening of
the tariff agreements would e a field day
in Washington for the ong lobbies for
industries whose prodyefs enter materially
into the cost of livings~ The consumer would
realize that another trade war was begin-

_ning when he fofind himself paying not only
the cost of futies on products he needed
but also the higher cost of the ‘“protected”
articles“produced in the United St ,

Clothes prices would soon
was going on. Domestic ¥
who are most vocal for pr

ct ) what
producers,

through the present
viding for impositige’of wool import quotas.
d by a Presidential veto.

Silk prices
tarifts levied in protection of rayon and
nylon, Gloves and shoes also would be af-
fected. Hide production in this country is
inadequate to meet needs and the customer
would have the choice of paying the tariff on

~
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